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THE NON-RESISTANCE OF JESUS 
Introduction 


The following pages constitute an attempt to explain 
non-resistance as taught by Jesus; and as realized in the 
early Church, as well as in the Middle Ages, and down to the 
present day. 

The paramount aim of the paper is to show what Jesus 
set out to realize, and therefore, how nearly identical were 
his practical teachings of non-resistance, with those teach- 
ings of his which need to be emphasized in our day. 

It is herein maintained that the non-resistance of Je- 
sus, which alone could justify the existence of the Church, 
is the realization of the Kingdom of God, which only means 
the construction of Society on a basis of mutual helpfulness 
instead of strife and competition. It may be that the young- 
er generation will in the long run succeed in freeing the 
teachings of Jesus from influences which have obscured this 
ideal or, at any rate, may succeed sufficiently, to remove 
the distrust which at present exists between nations. 

To me the chief characteristics of Jesus are his spirit” 
of fairness, of impartiality, his broad-mindedness, his 
aloofness from selfish interests. It will be seen that my 
belief in these characteristics has been a basis of my we 


terpretation of some of his teachings on the subject of non- 


resistance. 
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THE NON-RESISTANCE OF JESUS 


fo 


I 
In discussing the subject of non-resistance as taught 


by Jesus we shall need to remember first that Jesus lived in 
a military age. Judea had been previously taken by the Ro- 
mans, thus maxing it but another province of their world - 
empire. And because of the heavy taxations by the Romans 
the Jewish political reaction began to spreaees Josephus 
tells us that "one Judas with a Pharisee named Saddouk 

urged the Jews to revolt, both claiming that this taxation 
Was no better than an introduction to slavery, and exhort - 
ing the nation to assert its liberty." ; 

The Jews did not accept the situation passively. In 
Judea the exclusive Pharisees and their adherents remained 
silent and sullen, looking with hate and scorn on the Roman. 
In Galilee, although the spirit of the people was more lib - 
eral, and their minds were open to the influences that 
played upon them, however, there was a smouldering revolt. 
The very air Jesus breathed was surcharged with revolution. 
His people had not forgotten the heroes of their past. The 
idol of their race, their own David, was a mighty werrior - 
king, who had saved his people from their enemies. Had not 
the might of her leaders throughout the centuries made Isra- 
el rise.to the highest heights? And was it not by the might 
of her enemies that she was now plunged into the very pit of 
degradation? 

Jesus found among the Jews more than a warlike spirit. 


1 
Simxoviten,Toward the Understanding of Jesus,p.7. 


2 
Josephus,Ant.,18,1,1- 


af 
‘dl 
is 
Piguet an estesereewncn) te pense at sahouneate eee aa - 
bs nt beell acme’, tars seat? swdperes! of bear lias on aves’ ew! 
oR eit WE Hexn2 Weil yote pase Bee oe but sme wisiiste # i 
ayn Brace ster’? ic sonlvern -waricns Jue J] pulteas eusit’ estas 
= mttaer ig hte enOatAd Trier «ff 36 wotened bak -wiges 
> wees, wheencs Of ages nulieaset Lastatiog Chest was 
& Deaan ovetiast « Cole wabot eno” gars mu allied 
te hat whose Jac? aqivtalt dio’ ,2leves of ewel ae) Some 
co é Si pense o! moldovler inl ca setts selded a Gee 


“a 


: “jer, 8 relerenaen” 


=. 
pede 


a = 5 
; 7 |) Oks - ‘i 
eM ’ 
‘ ny 
-_ 


¥ = ’ 
7 re 
aan at i . 
a sede tL att dumsas oF stitan odd. perl, 
7 * 
Pikes ih oaenet noLtatsLe ofl deeds son B16 weet ant? 


t waytediin tied? Bas seas lire 4 \ svientoze orf aphat 


y. 


ing’ ft0n4 fra edar dile-ualyool ,neliva daw Joelle 
+09 olqcer ets Yo sittus of! iverdttics ~eolhiad af 
Beotecitet sa 03 neqo etow abule ated baa vler 
gabtetivors # Qom @isds \taveeodt weds foqu fexeiq 
r r i arte botrniin ur an” Sortoon souet sle-gghy ot 
ee Le -abtrrey orf? mefgenicl gon burt eiqeeq aff 
Be pen Yidula « san, Siva avo tied! , ener Sede te. ORR 
, ten bat weehotae tlets coud elqoe, at bevam bed odw genkey 
Bs anes atta Baliusnos arts tworguont! Atubwsd- very We 2hgdee eet 


Ye Sigth. whee? Jon 1i «ew bad | Yethgiet Jeodgin oft od vate Le 
e ; to Ade Ay any ofnt hegmute wou Haw efu Jad? sotagne als: 
. . diate whtinew # cold ope are. of) yrona ange 


Ys Sule 3g ete teaeegl ent ie 
ot 


THE NON-RESISTANCE OF JESUS | 3 


He discovered a people looking for a great leader. Their 
prophets had led them to expect that some day there would 
appear a worthy successor to the warrior David, who should 
lead them on to new and greater victories. There were espe- 
cially the Zealots, who under the form of Messianic move- 
ments were "waiting for the consolation of Israel." They be- 
lieved that God was not dead, and that he must come to their 
aid against their enemies. They had suffered enough; the 
time of their redemption must be at wae Surely God by a 
cosmic or catastrophic appearance of a Messiah of the Clouds 
would come and deliver then from the Romans, and re-establish 
the lost Kingdon. | 

vgesus could not have been insensible to the grievances 
of the age. He must have felt the wrongs of his countrymen 
as keenly as any other descendant of David. Ye belonged to 
a race with a noble history, which believed itself called to 
fulfil a divine mission. But the glory of the race had de- 
parted, and its opportunity to influence the world had seem- 
ingly passed. It was no longer free to work out its destiny, 
but was trampled under foot by powerful Rome. The sword was 
Rome's only title to the soil of Palestine. The Emperor was - 
a tyrant, the Roman governors of the Jewish provivices were 
cruel. Was not the cause of Israel a just one, and should 
not Jesus try to liberate his people? 

Yow deeply Jesus shared the current apocalyptic views, 


that the Messiah would come upon the clouds of heaven, with 


1 
MeCown,The Promise of His Coming,p.143. 
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power and great glory, and would supernaturally establish on 
earth 4is Kingdom, is a question to consider. 

Recent study has brought to the front the important 
place of apocalyptic literature in Jewish thought from the 
time of the Exile on - and the influence of this style of 
writing is seen in the style and thought of the Gospels, and 
without doubt had its influence not alone upon the Gospel 
writers but upon Jesus as well. 

Any one who in that day would cry out for social reform 
would be quite likely to use some language and conception of 
the apocalyptists, and would certsinly have his message re- 
cast in these forms by his followers, who dene’ atecoea in a- 
pocalyptic thought. 

There are two unreconciled points of view which have 
been discovered in the teaching of Jesus, the apocalyptic 
and the developmental. It would seem that if we overlook 
the apocalyptic influences we err, and if we make Jesus' 
teachings purely eschatological we err. The eschatology of 
Jesus was.a "transmuted eschatology," and we must conclude, 
says Dr. McCown, "that Jesus seems to have adopted the social 
idealism, the stern morality, and the religious fervor of 
the prophets, and in that spirit have used the language of a- 
pocalypticisn.” | | 

As we turn to the temptation of Jesus in the Wilderness 
I mean eschatology transmuted in the sense that what 
was spoken of in Jewish eschatology as to come in 
the last days is taken here as already at hand in 
the life-time of Jesus - that is what was expected 


as an external change is taken inwardly not by all 
people but by Jesus' disciples. 
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Our conclusion is confirmed. The account stands at the begin- 
ning of Jesus' ministry. He has come from his baptism with 
a certain consciousness that He is to usher in the Kingdom 
of God. The simple but graphic story has him standing on 
the top of an exceeding high mountain, where he views’ the 
Kingdom of the World in vivid ee First, Jesus re - 
jects the conception widely current among his people that he 
had come to re-estublish the Davidic kingdom. And finally 


he rejected the idea of a catastrophic interference from 
ve 


heaven, with an Enochic Messiah of the clouds. Harnack 
says, “in regard to the story of the temptation, it can 
neither be proved that Q is dependent upon St. Mark, nor can 
it be asserted that according to St. Mark the *eURta thee is 
conceived as being non-Messianic in character." 

Jesus felt that he was to inaugurate the reign of God 
in the hearts of people; and that this kingdom was to be 
spiritual before it could be social, an internal power before 
it could bear external fruit. This conception of a spiritual 
kingdom makes it clear that he was not planning a revolt 
against Rome. Jesus would not use his powers in the founding 


of a kingdom which should be for his own glorification. His~ 


work was to be the redemption of the world. dis kingdom must 


1 
Matt.4:1-8. 


ore Newton Glarke says "the temptation that Jesus met 


; either more nor less than the proposal that he should 
ae his high aim, abandon his ideal, and mind the things 
of men instead of the things of God. 

Se wn The Sayings of Jesus, Dp. 195. 
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G0 deeper than mere political form: it must put a new soul 
into society. 

Jesus‘ spiritual kingdom, like every government, had 
its fundamental principles; and basic among these was the 
Fatherhood of God and the Brotherhood of Man. As God was 
the father of all, so all men thereby were brothers. And 
the necessary condition of admittance into the kingdom was 
that one must recognize his responsibility toward God and 
toward man. 

The question of how the present society could be trans- 
formed so as to conform to the ideals of the kingdom of God 
was one in which he was intensely interested and which he 
recognized must be frankly met. His answer is found in cer - 
tain familiar parables drawn fron the every-day life of the 
people. In the first place, he taught with superbly practi- 
cal as well as prophetic insight that although its beginning 
would be very small and insignificant, it would go on quiet- 
ly until it should become a mighty factor in the universe. 
Matt .103:3 1, 32) 

"The kingdom of heaven is like a grain of mustard 

seed which a man took and sowed in his field.Though 
smaller than all other seeds, yet when it grows it 
is greater than herbs and becomes a tree, so that 
birds come and lodge in its branches." 

Ye taught also that men are needed to provide the con - 
ditions and to plant in human consciousness the germinal 


principles of the kingdom, but that, when this preliminary 
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work has been done, these principles will constantly develop 


and spread, for they meet universal human needs and find in 
the heart of man the natural soil in which to take root. 
Furthermore, he taught that the extension as well as the in- 
auguration of the kingdom would not be revolutionary, but 
evolutionary: 

"First the blade, then the ear, then the full 

grain in the ear." 

This was one of the many positive ways in which Jesus 
quietly rejected the popular conception of the kingdom as a 
new social order which was to be suddenly, supernaturailly, 
inaugurated. The ingathering comes only after a long process 
of natural growth: 

"The kingdom of God is as if a man should cast seed 

upon the earth, and sleep and rise by night and 

day, while the seed sprouts and springs up - he 

knows not how. The earth bears crops of itseif, 

first the blade, then the ear, then the full grain 

in the ear; but when the crop is ripe, he has the 

sickle put in at once, because the harvest has come." 
(Mark 4:26-29) 

Jesus also taught that the ideals of the kingdom are 
all-pervasive. They are known by their effects rather than 
through their process of working, for that process is not 
external, but in the lives and minds of men. They quietly 


transform all whom they touch until in the end society as a 


whole is to be leavened (Luke 13:20, 21): 
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"The kingdom of God is like leaven, which a woman 

took and hid in three measures of meal, until 
the whole was leavened." 

Nowhere in the gospels is Jesus' world-wide outlook, 
and his conviction that the social principles which he pro- 
claimed were to transform all society, more Clearly expressed 
than in this homely little parable. 

In the light of Jesus' intimate knowledge of the human 
heart, he was fully aware that two difficult problems would 
assail his followers. The one was that which troubled the soul 
of the heroic author of the book of. Job: if God is good, why 
does he allow evil to flourish? The other,from a practical 
point of view, is even more perplexing: How is the loyal citi- 
zen of the kingdom of God to live the perfect life in the midst 
of an imperfect world? 

In the parable of the good seed and the tares, Jesus of- 
fers illuminating suggestions regarding the solutions of both 
these problems. He does not attempt £9 explain why God has 
permitted evil to flourish in the world. It is simply a part 
of the nature of things, and he quietly assumes that what is, 
is best. Also he teaches that evil is but an impermanent fies 
ment in the universe: the good alone will permanently survive. 
Meantime it is possible for the ideals of the kingdom to germi - 


nate and spread, even though they come into constant contact 


‘ 


and competition with evil forces. 


Jesus saw the potential worth of each individual. “As 


for you, the very hairs of your head are numbered.""Consider 
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the lilies of the field, how they grow; they toil not, neither 
do they spin; yet I say unto you, that even Solomon in all 
his glory was not clothed like one of these. But if God so 
clothes the grass of the field, which exists today and to - 
morrow is cast into the over, shall he not much more clothe 
you, O you of little faith?" To his humble, uneducated dis- 
ciples, Jesus declared, "You are the salt of the earth. You 
are the light of the world." Throughout his entire teachings 
he maxes it clear that in the sight of God each man's worth 
lies within himself and not dependent upon worldly rank or 
power. 

The spirit of tolerance Jesus likewise exhibited in a 
marked degree, though vigorous in denunciation at times. Per- 
haps nowhere in literature can we find a more striking exam - 
ple of scathing denunciation than in his onslaught upon 
scribes and Pharisees. "Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, 
hypocrites, for ye make clean the outside of the cup and of 
the platter, but within they are full of extortion and excess." 
According to Jesus they had a religion that was outwardly 
perfect and nothing more. Thus he denounces their hypocrisy. 
The externalization of their religion made them worse than 
heathen, in the estimation of Jesus. 

Furthermore, when Jesus goes beyond denunciation and 
utters words of scorn and contempt that must have stung worse 
than blows of the whip with which he drove the desecrators 
of the Father's house from the temple, he is not intolerant 


of differences of opinion. He is condemning actual violators. 
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of the law and grasping usurers. Consider on the other hand 
the readiness with which he sums up the commandments into 
his new commandment, "You shall love your neighbor as your- 
self," -- shows the greatest breadth of view in individual 
interpretation of the law, so long as the spirit of the indi- 
vidual is right, and his attitude toward others unselfish. 
Keeping fully in mind the customs of his day, note also. the 
attitude toward the woman taken in adultery. His attitude 
toward her accusers, who, he strongly intimates, are probab- 
ly hypocrites and insincere; but toward the woman, whom 
he doubtless believes repentant and sincere,he is tolerant. 
"Did no man condemn you?" "No mann forwe "Neither do I 
condemn you; go your way; henceforth sin no more.” Again, 
we see that the kingdom of heaven does not come with obser - 
vation; it comes invisibly, for it is invisible. 

That Jesus should presume to forgive sins may have 
seemed, perhaps, to those of his day not merely blasphemy, 
but also a dangerous interference with the social order. But 
the forgiveness of sins is a very different matter from the 
cancelling of social punishment of crime. The pardoning of 
crime (a violation of the law of the state) is a social mat- 
ter, a matter for organized society, for the state, for the 
government; and Jesus did not interfere with governments. 
Jesus' forgiveness of sin was not social, but personal. 


Jesus did not discuss the relation of his 


‘\ 


Moreover, 
disciples to the state, or wnat’ sort of political government 


they should aim to secure. His only direct utterance to the 


‘subject was called out by the plot of Pharisees and HNerodians 
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to entice him into the condemnation of the local government 
authorities. We can see how practically wise as well as po- 
litically sound were these principles that he had adopted. 
We have perhaps nowhere else in history a wiser or shrewder 
evasion of a difficult trap, than his reply to those who 
tried to get him to commit himself regarding taxation. "Is 
it right to pay taxes to Casear, or is it not? Shall we 

Day or shall we not pay?" Jesus replied, "Bring me a coin 
and let me see it." Then showing them the image and in = 
scription on the coin he inquired, "Whose image and inscrip- 


tion are these?" When they replied, "Caesar's," 


it gave him 
his opportunity, "Give to Caesar what belongs to Caesar," 
and then he continued with his ethical and religious lesson, 
"and to God what belongs to God." He went no further than 
the general principle that the government of God and _ the 
government of Caesar may co-exist. His own life affirmed 
the truth; but he stands committed to no political teaching, 
as he also stands for no ecclesiastical or social theory. 

However society might deal with crime, yet Jesus' mes- 
sage to the individual regurding the treatment of evil was 
in accordance with a method more deeply efficacious than 
mere physical control. He did not consider state rule pri- 
marily, but he was tremendously interested in practical 
dealings of his disciples among themselves, and especially 
the growth of the right spirit in each one of them. 

This brings us to the discussion of non-resistance.For 


most people, as I discover from experience, have not’ the 
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slightest idea of what non-resistance really implies as a 
philosophy of conduct. 

The phrase, non-resistance, has its origin in the fa - 
mouS passage in the Sermon on the liount, wherein Jesus de - 
clares his opposition to the Mosaic Law of retaliation. "Ye 
have heard that it hath been said," the statement runs, "an 
eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth. But I say unto 
you, Resist not evil." 

An examination of the phrase shows that it involves 
two definite propositions. On the one hand, there is the 
statement of fact, “evil," and on the other hand, there is 
the ethical command, "resist not." There is first the prob- 
lem as to the attitude which we are to assume toward this 
evil. Any proper understanding of the doctrine involved, 
therefore, demands an explanation of what Jesus meant by 
evil, and what he had in mind when he bade his disciples 
not to resist this evil. 

It should be hardly necessary to point out, that a very 
definite limitation must be placed on this word "evil." Nor 
will it be in any way difficult to prove that Jesus had this 
limitation very clearly in mind when he fornulated his com - ~ 
mandment. Thus, as we read the complete passage, as it ap - 
the Gospel of Matthew, it is evident that the Naza- 


pears in 


rene was talxing about human beings and what human beings, 


in their selfishness and greed, are liable to.do to one an - 


ta 
other. "Whosoever shall smite thee upon the right cheek, 


is his statement, “turn to him the page also. And if a man 
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Sue thee at law, and take away thy coat, let him have thy 
Cloak also. And whosoever shall compel thee to go a mile, 
g0 with him twain. " It is perfectly clear, from the con- 
text of the passage, in other words, that Jesus was here 
using the word "evil" in its application to the sins and 
aberrations of human conduct. He was speaking not of evil 
in general, but very particularly of the evil that may be 
wrought by one man upon another. This means that the doe - 
trine of non-resistance is to be interpreted very strictly 
as a doctrine of human relationships. The question which 
it raises is what we shall do when confronted with the mali- 
cious and violent actions of our fallow-beings. 

That we are taxing no undue liberties with our text,in 
thus interpreting the word "evil" to mean in this connection 
nothing more than the evil which may be done by men, is 
shown most impressively by the fact that when the King James 
Version of the Bible was revised in the last quarter of the 
nineteenth century, this very passage which we are discussing 
was one of tnose which was made to undergo a radical change 
in phraseology. In the Revised Version, we no longer read, 
"Resist not evil." These words have disappeared, and in 
their place appears the much more explicit statement, " Re- 
gist not him that is evil." When Jesus laid down this law 
of non-resistance, in other words, he used not a generic 
noun but a personal pronoun and a modifying CL anee Which 
shows us, if anything can show, that Jesus was talking not 


about evil things but about evil men. 
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Much more important than the questions as to what Jesus 
meant by the word "evil," 41s the question as to what he meent 
by the command, "resist not." It is interesting to learn 
that when Jesus spoke of “evil" he was really speaking of 
"Him that is evil." But how does this help us with the prob- 
lem of non-resistance? for surely "the evil that men do" is 
more destructive and terrible than the evil wrought by the 
blind fury of nature. It is encouraging to know that we may 
shoot a lion or smite a rattlesnake, but how does this help 
those of us who have to face not lions or rattlesnakes, but 
pickpockets, burglars,and gunmen? 

The very statement of this inquiry reveals the fact that 
the term, “resist not," is commonly understood in as errone- 


tt 


ous a fashion as the term "evil," which we have just been 
considering. Most people, undoubtedly, take this phrase to 
mean exactly what it says - that we shall not resist in any 
way any of the assaults on property and life which evil men 
may direct against us. The consistent non-resistant must 
under all circumstances remain inactive, passive, acquiescent. 
Ye must accept any injury that may be brought upon him by a 
human hand - surrender to any brute that may attack nim. He 
must be willing to see his home burglarized, himself assault- 
ed, his wife violated, his little child beaten to death, and 
yet do nothing in opposition. He must be content to see his 
country invaded, ravaged, conquered, laid under tribute by a 


foreign foe, and yet lift no sword or rifle in its defense. 


Ye must, in a word, let evil have its own way in the world of 
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men, and lift. not so much as a little finger against it. The 
“sea of troubles" may threaten to engulf the world, but he 
must on no account, "take up arms" and by “opposition end 
them:" 

Now such a literal interpretation of the words, "resist 
not," as the above, must be described as just as untenable, 
and therefore as ridiculous, as the similar interpretation 
of the word, "evil." It is here that we are made to see, 
with perfect clearness, what an absolute misnomer the phrase 
"non-resistance" is, after all, and how necessary it is to de- 
fine and illustrate it at great length. If passivity, acqui- 
escence, cowardice of this kind is out non-resistance in - 
volves, it is useless to expect that any man worthy of the 
name will adopt it as a rule of life; and it may well be 
wondered how in the past it has won the allegiance of so many 
pure and knightly souls. 

In the passage which we are considering, it is notice - 
able that Jesus introduces his commandment of non-resistance 
with the statement, "Ye have heard that it hath been said, an 
eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth." Now in this refer- 
ence to the previous custom of Israel, as in all the similar 
references in the Sermon on the Mount, the Nazarene very ob - 
‘viously had in mind certain laws in the old Mosaic code. He 
was thinking of such a passage as this from Exodus, "If any 
mischief follow, then thou shalt give life for life, eye for 
eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, burning 


for burning, wound for wound, stripe for stripe;" or this 
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from Leviticus, "If a man cause a blemish in his neighbor,as 
he hath done, so shall it be done to him; breach for breach, 
eye for eye, tooth for tooth;" or this from Deuteronomy, 
"Life shall go for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, foot 
for foot." For centuries the Jewish people had been conduct- 
ing their affairs upon this basis of out-and-out retaliation. 
They were acting on the principle that injury must be met 
with injury, violence with violence, evil with the same kind 
of evil. And it was nothing more and also nothing less, than 
this specific principle of action that Jesus was combatting 
when, after quoting the Mosaic code, he declared, with unex - 
ampled audacity, "But I say unto you, Resist not evil." Re - 
Sist not evil with evil -- do not attempt to meet violence 
with violence, or force with force. It is necessary, of 
course, that evil should be resisted, and, if possible, over- 
come. The world could not endure for an hour if evil men 
were allowed to go on unresisted. But do not resist evil 
with its own weapons. Do not be guilty of the folly and in - 
iquity of taking an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth, or a 
life for a life. If this is the only way that you know of 
resisting evil of this kind, then do not resist at all. For 
4t is better that one eye, one tooth, one life eo be ta - 
ken, unavenged, than that two eyes, two teeth, two lives 
should be taken for any reason. 

Here, now, are the two distinctions or qualifications 
which must be kept constantly in mind if we are to understand 


aright the doctrine of non-resistance. "Evil" means "him that 
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is evil;" "resist not" means resist not the evil of him 
that is evil with evil of your own. 

Not yet, however, have we explained all that is involved 
in the non-resistant principle. Thus far we have spoken only 
of the negative side of the question -- what we can not do; 
beyond this lies the positive side of the question -- what we 
can do -- which is’so infinitely more important. Let it be 
set down in this place once for all, that the evil in the 
world not only can be resisted, but must be resisted. It is 
the first duty, the whole duty, of man, to hate iniquity and 
love righteousness -- to abhor that which is evil and cleave 
to that which is good. There can be no question as to our 
permanent obligation to make this world the best possible of 
all worlds by wiping out its evil and fostering its good. The 
only question involved is as to the methods to be followed, 
the weapons to be used, in our fulfilment of our duty, and 
the non-resistant doctrine is an aNgwer to this question. 

Another illustration of passive resistance is found in 
the life of Jesus of Nazareth. After his arrest in the Gar - 
den of Gethsemane, Jesus was taken before the Sanhedrin, and 
later, we are told, before Pontius Pirate, the Roman Procura- 
tor. There he was asked to plead his cause, and, according 
to one version of the record at least, he refused to speak a 
word. He had shown at the time of his seizure that he would 
not strike his assailants, or fight against them; and now he 
showed that he would not accuse them or even answer their 


charges. But at the same time he would not surrender to them. 
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On the contrary, he would resist them, passively, to the very 
end! 

Such is the meaning of passive resistance. It is the 
Opposite of violence -- but at the sume time it is the Oppos- 
ite of mere passivity or acquiescence. The word to under - 
score in the phrase is not "passive" but "resistance." Pass- 
ive resistance means most emphatically resistance to evil -- 
and a most effective kind of resistance as well! 

Such is the meaning of non-resistance! On the negative 
Side it is the refusal to resist “evil that men do” with oth- 
er evil. It is the firm denial of either the efficacy or the 
right of resorting to force for the purpose of overcoming 
force. It is, in fewest possible words, the abandonment once 
for all of physical force as a method of destroying evil and 
establishing good. Contrary to almost universal opinion, how- 
ever, this great refusal does not in any sense of the word im- 
ply a weak and cowardly acquiescence in evil and indifference 
to good. Paradoxical as it may sound, and contrary to all 
apparent implications of the word, non-resistance must be 
understood as involving resistance to falsehood, dishonour, 
“greed, lust, violence, hate, -- of the most persistent and he- 
roic type. The non-resistant, if he be a true non-resistant, 
fights as bravely as anybody for God's kingdom. But just be- 
cause he is fighting for God's kingdom, he believes that he 
must fight, not as the devil fights, but as God fights. dHe 
thinks it vain to defeat the devil outwardly by surrendering 


to him inwardly. He is certain that God is served by his own 
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Spirit -- and, unless all revelation is false, this spirit 
is the spirit of love. From this viewpoint, non-resistance 
means one thing, which can be expressed very simply, -- the 
lifting of resistance to evil from the physical to the 
moral plane! 

Let it be repeated, therefore, definitely ind finally, 
that non-resistance is no counsel of cowardice, and the non- 
resistant no minion of fear. Non-resistance is moral mili - 


tance, spiritual chivalry, the knighthood of the Kingdom. 


Before passing from the teaching of Jesus, a word should 
be devoted to certain sayings of nis which, though they are 
incidental in character, and however interpreted, do not se- 
riously affect the conclusion already reached, might by them- 
selves appear to modify those conclusions. There is first, 
the solemn word about the foreseen result of his mission.Let 
Jesus explain his own word. He said that he came to send a 
"sword," that is, (Matt.10:35) to set man at variance against 
his brother, and the daughter against her mother. His mis - 
sion -- in its negative aspect only -- was to part near kind- 
red and friends, but this separation was caused by their va- 
rying attitudes toward him. Hence the division of which he 
spoke was in the sphere of religion, not of politics, and 
the "sword" symbolized the antagonism between those who ac- 
cepted him and those who rejected him. But was the Civil 
War raised on that issue? If not, no one has a right to 


justify it by reference to this word of Jesus. It is clear 
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that he was speaking of the relation of men to himself, and 
a8 his claims were fundamental, so their acceptance by some, 
and their rejection by others, must necessarily make a sharp 
cleavage between the two parties. The Gospel of Jesus is 
continually dividing households today in missionary lands, 
and this division exactly illustrates what he meant by send- 
ing a "sword." | 

The second saying was this: "He that hath no sword, let 
him sell his garment and buy one." It was the last evening 
of Jesus' life -- the hour of sharp crisis, both for him and 
for his disciples. He would put them on their guard against 
approaching peril. At an earlier day, in Galilee, he had 
sent them out on a gracious mission, without purse, or wal - 
let, or shoes, and yet they had lacked nothing, for they 
found friends to supply all their needs. The case was’ soon 
to be greatly changed. He himself was about to be reckoned 
with transgressors, and surely his disciples would have to 
encounter bitter opposition. They must therefore be prepared, 
must be armed, must have "swords," symbolically. That is, 
Jesus did not call upon his disciples to fight literally a - 
gainst flesh and blood, but in the bloodless spiritual | 
conflict. 

Were there the slightest doubt regarding the correctness 
of this interpretation, it would be entirely dispelled by the 
sequel, for the disciples, promptly misunderstanding Jesus' 

Albert Schweeter says, “When he (Jesus) says - 
that his mission is not to bring peace upon earth, 


but a sword, he means by this ae great persecu - 
tion of the last eeme ni. 
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reference to a sword, reminded him that they had two, and he 
replied, "It is enough." But, obviously, two swords were 

not enough to defend his life from his strong and determined 
foes; two swords were not enough for war. They were, howev- 
er, enough, and even one was enough, to convey his thought 

of being prepared for the time of stress that was approaching. 

If such misuse of Scripture were rare, or of little in- 
fluence, we might stop at this point, but the facts are quite 
the reverse; and since the character of Jesus is the great - 
est asset in history, any honest misuse of his words is a 
matter of utmost concern to all friends of religious pro - 
egress. 

Every man may fairly demand that his single utterances, 
especially if they are at all doubtful in themselves, shall 
be looked at in the light of his life and teaching as a 
whole. Let us grant this privilege to Jesus. He said that 
he came not to send peace, but a sword, and again told his 
disciples, on a certain occasion, that a sword: was needful to 
each one of them. But does his career of humble service, in 
which he refused to be made king, and refused to take sides 
on political questions -- a career crowned by a voluntary | 
sacrifice of life -- does this career justify even a suspi - 
cion that when, on these two occasions, he employed the word 
sword, he was sanctioning war for his disciples? Or does his 
teaching in general, which may all be summed up under the two 
heads of the loving character of God, and the duty of man to 


be a son of God, and a brother to every other man -- does this 
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teaching allow even a Suspicion that when he spoke of having 
come to send a sword, and of the need which each of his dis- 
ciples would soon have of possessing a sword, he was sanct - 
loning war? The supposition is surely too preposterous to 
be entertained for an instant, except where the passion for 
war has arisen, and has utterly blinded the mind to obvious 
truth. It is as grave a wrong to Jesus, to drug these 
words into the arena of war, as it is to the God of whom Je- 
sus taught to suy that he inspired and directed the wars of 
the Hebrews. 

The expulsion of the traders from the Temple courts is 
often appealed to as the one occasion on euhas Jesus had 
recourse to violent physical coercion. lixactly what there 
was in the situation that Jesus regarded as justifying such 
a deed, we are not safe in saying. If, however, the narra - 
tives given by the four evangelists be considered in the o- 
riginal, it will be seen (1) that the whip of cords is men - 
tioned in the Fourth Gospel only, which is regarded by most 
critical scholars as historically less trustworthy than the 
other three, and as having in this instance disregarded his- 
torical exactitude by putting the narrative at the beginning. 
instead of at the aiase of Jesus' ministry; (2) that even 
the words of the Fourth Gospel do not necessarily mean that 
the whip was used on any one besides the cattle (John 2:15). 
In any case, whatever Jesus did, no act even remotely com - 


‘ 


parable to wounding or killing is sanctioned by his example 


on this occasion. 


bf. - 38 IEA role ada 


, aft vest To |26q6 a! gode face aotetqous # gove ae: 
>) wath Sit. 2d cows Colne Seen edt “So bas qrtowa. w Sides 7 sang | 
= oe 2eces ase on ,iriows # giticaosacy to svat ages binge sea S 
a. oo? (letue wt aeliieoqgque sot tise, patrok 
EGSq p¢2 erode dqeote ,IhaJas! Se 19% henledredas og 
; os . _ poate ef3 Imbolld \idetsu san cna ,c0elte gail 4ae 
; - vst a &) ,aveG% OF SnoTY 4 svota ge 4h 2T ore 
a ot? Dor ert of Ot Ji sa cae ie anets of7 on! sirtom 
_ 7 Betoetib Sna Setfcent oo tactd qau Of Ie guad we 
: .wnoidel ag? a 
gipisee: os porl etefeis ort te° nolée logue ect | 
Toists oo wplescoo g00 #1) of Gs Selaagys nese 


ulicac) .adlois0o Lecteyda Jovlely of ewitoset 2m 
' » 
7). = UL.as Betriasey hieeS 2c? cotdaydle ey Of eae. 
ee B  yaerewcd ot). +Bhitae of vied 204 978 on 4 Deed ~ 2 7 
EBs Bere5i gna: OS wlalivanavs i/6} esg GS mevly saves 
— -. 
? pees Sega. ned sate (1). seve od Lise 28 Aarkett 

ima ay yo ; 

vie ei daisde .qivo Loqact srey ent at ceneng 
> _, : ies, Breer wisy onal qiieoincraic &e etciedow Laohiege 

ey 
——. ¢ . mib ponstént ais! ai acivad ta Bas’ eeist WES 


— see 

7 a = 

ae re. def2,'2) syrtelale “evagy 20 vedic of! Ja a1 

. ry : 

: “gass emer Giltesnesan fog, bb: -Leqact Apt ene 26 giot 
eth 35 afol) elties ons weblucd ame (te mo desu sae gine 
=) Moe {lalores cove Joa un ,bIS aves os . 
pisraxe ai¢ yi Deiots>cis of aorliiy 10; - Te ity 


. 
* 


THE NON-RESISTANCE OF JESUS Rot 


Again, in Jesus' discourse about the consummation of 
the present age, Jesus is represented as saying to his dis - 
ciples, "Ye shall hear of wars and rumors of wars; see that 
ye be not troubled: for these things must needs come to pass.” 
We need to consider if these words were borrowed from the 
current belief of the Jews. When we read these words Ate 
reading Jewish apocalypses, we can not but be impressed by 
the great similarity. These very words seem to express ex- 
actly the tone and outlook of apocalypticism. Wars and runors 
of wars, famine and earthquakes, followed by more sufferings, 
and finally a universal cataclysm; then the end with the Son 
of man, us in I Enoch 46 appearing on the clouds of heaven; 
there can be no doubt that these words are paralleled in apo- 
calyptic literature. But are not these words in contradic - 
tion to the teachings of Jesus elsewhere? He does not teach 
that the world is to grow worse, or that the end is universal 


' says Dr. McCown, "these 


disruption. "Read by themselves,’ 
verses make a consistent whole. They are, therefore, regard- 
ed as an apocalyptic fly-sheet written by some Jewish Chris - 
tian shortly before the destruction of Jerusalem, and in the 
course of their circulation among the Christian congregations 
of Palestine mistakenly attributed to Jesus. We therefore 
reach the conclusion that we can not use these verses to de - 
termine his thought." : At any rate they do not contemplate 
a participation of war by the disciples. 4 

Bite oxs8. Mark 13:7. Luke 21:9 

2 


“Mecown, The Promise of His Coming, pp.156-157. 
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There can be no doubt that, in the view of Jesus, love 
is the supreme law of the religious and the moral life.It is 
equally plain that where the Kingdom of God has been fully 
established, war is unthinkable. It is also beyond question 
that neither the words nor the example of Jesus can be ap- 
pealed to in support of a doctrine of strictly absolute non- 
resistance to him who is evil. For both his example and his 
word allow moral resistance, and we can not affirm that they 
altogether exclude the possibility of physical resistance. 
Yet while there is and may, perhaps, forever be a chance for 
difference of opinion whether, in the thought of the Master, 
the law of love can ever Pe re meer Pe resistance to him 
who is evil, one great fact is clear, namely, that his un - 
questionable teaching puts constant and supreme emphasis 
upon the attainment of unwarlixe qualities -- meekness, un - 
selfishness, willingness to forgive injury, mercifulness, 
trust in our fellow men, the habit of not judging others,and 


the settled principle that life is méant for service. 
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id 
PAUL INTERPRETING JESUS' TEACHING OF NON-RESISTANCE 

We turn now to the teachings of St. Paul in regard to 
the Christian relation to the State, not because the word of 
Jesus needs confirmation, but to see whether the teaching of 
Paul confirms what seems to us at present to be the true un- 
derstanding of the word of Jesus. 

Paul's direct references to the state and the relation 
of the Christian to it, if few, are emphatic. He does not, 
indeed, enter upon the details of the state's functions, nor 
attempt to enumerate the duties of the citizens. He simply 
lays down a few principles of far-reaching application,which 
contain in germ the essence of the ruler's authority and the 
spirit of the subject's obedience. He writes to the Roman 
Church, "Let every soul be subject to the higher powers." 
(Rom.13:1) The government as such is ordained of God, and 
it is no less binding upon Christians than others. However, 
Paul did not regard the existing governments as wholly divine 
ordinances. Thus, he would have been inexcusable for escap - 
ing from Aretas when the governor sought to lay hold on him. 
‘TI Cor.2:32-33) That an existing government might be anti - 
Christian in character is illustrated by Paul's experience at 
Philippi, where God reversed the action of the city govern - 
ment(Acts 16:19-40). Paul refers to the treatment that he 
received from the authorities in Philippi as ghameful (I Thes. 


a:2). 
In declaring that the powers that be are ordained of God, 
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Paul lays down a general principle which he later justifies. 
Government, he suys, is a divine ordinance because it rewards 
the good and punishes the evil (Rom.13:3). It is a divine 
law in that it restrains lawlessness (II Thes.2:6-7). The 
Roman government professed to do this, and it did it, in a 
large measure. By virtue of Roman law, Paul was delivered 
from the Jews in Jerusalem and Caesarea, and from the author- 
ities in Philippi; by virtue of Roman law the great riot was 
quelled in Ephesus, to the advantage of Christianity; and by 
virtue of it Paul was delivered from the Jews in Corinth(Acts 
21:32; 25:9-10). 

Since government is a divine ordinance, and in so far as 
it is a divine ordinance, obedience is to be rendered as a 
religious duty (Rom.13:5). Hence Paul commands Titus to incul- 
cate subjection to rulers in the minds of the Cretan believers 
(Tit.3:1). Yet there is a limit to the obedience which is to 
be rendered to the government, and that is conscience toward 
God (Rom.12:1,5)¢I Thes.3:10; II Thes.I:6-10). The Christian 
must be loyal to Christ even though persecuted and martyred 
(II Tim.4:6; II Thes.1:4, etc.). When conscience toward God 
forbids obedience to human laws, the Christian's part, as a” 
rule, is not to resist or to take vengeance, but to suffer, 
unless indeed God plainly intervenes for deliverance (I Thes. 
3:3-10; Acts 16:19-40). At times it may be the Christian's 
duty to flee from the persecutor (Acts 23:16-21; II Cor.2:32- 
33). But whether he should flee or suffer quietly is left, 


so far as Paul's writings 6°, to the direction of the Lord 
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at the particulur crisis. It appears from this privilege of 


flight that Paul does not lay down the duty of non-resistance 
as absolute. Flight itself is a sort of resistance.Further, 
Paul himself resisted official: action at Philippi and at 
Caesarea (Acts 16:35-39; 25:12). In one case the officers 
had violated their own law, and in the other case the apostle 
had the legal right of appeal. Yet non-resistance to civil 
authority stands as a general principle. Through all his 
long service as a missionary to the Gentile world, he never 
swerved from his obedient practice of thut love which he des- 
cribes as "the fulfilling of the law." No man ever preserved 
greater fidelity to the ideal of the non-resistant life under 
more trying circumstances than Paul. And few men, be it said 
at the same time, ever gave more valiant service against what 
they regarded as falsehood and evil. 

Nor did his service end with his deeds. More valuable 
in certain ways than anything that he did, were the words 
which he wrote in interpretation of the Christian gospel. All 
through his epistles there sounds the constant appeal to his 
followers to "live at peace with all men," and again and a - 
gain he describes with unequalled clearness and power the : 
meaning of peace. Strife he regarded as a work of the flesh, 
and peace as a fruit of the Spirit (Gal.5:19-20). God is for 
him the God of peace, and his kingdom one of peace as well as 
of righteousness (Rom.16:20). He admits that it may not al - 
ways be pevpibic for the Roman believers to be at peace with 


all men, but even if they can not be, they are not to avenge 
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themselves, but to overcome evil with good (Rom.12: 18-21). 
Donbschutz says, "Paul repeuts what the Lord did in the Ser- 
mon on the Mount prescribe to his disciples as love's high - 


1 
est expression: better to endure wrong than to do wrong." 


iit 
NON-RESISTANCE IN THE EARLY CHURCH AND DURING THE MIDDLE 
AGES 
When we begin our survey with the second century, we 
find thut the teachings of Jesus made for peace in that cent- 
ury by creating an atmosphere of love in the light of its rev- 
elation of the character of God, and by its emphasis on spir- 
itual values. Jesus' teachings of non-resistance had their 
influence on war, although it was indirect. 
In the second century Christian life was characterized, 
on its civil and social side, by its cheerful obedience to 
the laws, and its quick response to the needs of men. The 
Christians, as citizens, shared nis things with others; 
they obeyed the prescribed laws; in fact they were more ready 
than all other men to pay taxes, and were patient of injuries 
and ready to serve. It is in view of this spirit in their 


daily lives that they were helpers and allies in promoting 


\ 


peace. 


Peers 5s, * E. W., The Christian Life in the Primitive Church, 


p.30. a 
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Thus we may say that, in the view of the second century 
writers, who treated of the relation of Christians to the 
world,they promoted peace by living lives of conspicuous 
moral excellence. They constituted a sort of informal and 
indirect peace society. } 

There is no evidence from second century literature that 
Christians refused to enter the army when called upon by the 
government to do so. We know that whatever charges might 
have been brought against them -- it was not said of them 
that they refused to fight for their country. Indeed, it is 
implied by many writers that Christians stood ready to bear 
their part in the army. So far Shwe can learn, the ques - 
tion whether a Christian might be a soldier consistently 
with his Christian profession was not once raised in the sec- 
ond century. Of opposition to war on the ground that it is 
contrary to the teachings of Jesus, there is no trace whatso- 
ever in this period. 

When we come to the end of the second century and the be- 
ginning of the third, we hear a new note, first of all in Ter- 
tullian, the brilliant writer of Sarthage,,in North Africa.In 
his Apologeticus, he says, "The Christians did indeed abandon. 
the deities of the Empire and the State, but it was for a 
more ancient, a truer, and a nobler worship. That they were 
disloyal is a false charge. They were taught to pray for all 
wno were in authority, and they recognized in the Empire an 


\ 


ordinance of God. It was not the Christians who brought ruin 


PePicise and Tylor, Early Church History, p.68. 
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and calamity upon the nation, nor were the Christians mere 
1 
useless members of society." 


According to this language, they were taught to pray 
for all in authority; however Tertullian thought it was bet- 
ter to be slain than to slay. He rested his saying on the 
Saying of Jesus, namely, the command to Peter, "Put up thy 
sword in its sheath; for they who take the sword shall per- 
ish by the sword." And too, he well understood the meaning 
of Christ's saying that he came not into the world to bring 
peace but a sword. This statement is noteworthy because 
Tertullian intimates that he considered the soldier's life 
incompatible with the Christian ohe¥eshisae 

This is the first indication of religious protest against 
participation in war by Christians. Obviously, the protest 
was exceptional. This is simply the writer's own individual 
view of the matter -- a view, however, which he believed to 
be contained in his religion, that is, in the Bible. 

In a writing of a later date Tertullian again appeals to 
the word of Jesus to Peter as to a clear and absolute law. 
Shall it be held right, he says, to make an occupation of the 
sword when the Lord proclaims that he who takes the sword 
shall perish by the sword? To this he adds another New Tes - 
tament passage, whose purport appears to him to be self-evi - 


dent. "Shall the son of peace take part in the battle when 


i 
Farrar, Lives of the Fathers, 7Ol«.,) Pp. 195. 
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Eney.Brit., vol.26,p.-66.. 
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Pastwant; The Bible and Universal paace, p-100. 
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it does not become him even to sue at law?" The Christian 

is a "son of peace." It is, therefore, improper for him to 
bring suit against another who may have wronged him. Hence, 
it must be in the highest degree improper for him to go to 
war in defense of what seems to be his rights. Thus Tertul- 
“lian came to hold, on New Testament grounds, that a Christian 
may not engage in war. 

The second great African writer, Origen of Alexandria, 
who belonged to the next generation after Tertullian, agrees 
with him that Christians should not be soldiers, but he does 
not appear to have been led to this conviction by any partic- 
ular text of Scripture regarding war or pidaee It resulted, 
rather, from his belief in the priestly character of Christi- 
ans, avdpealing to the practice of the Gentiles, that Chris - 
tians as the priests and ministers of God should keep their 
hands pure, that they may pray to God in behalf of those who 
fight in a righteous cause, and for the king who reigns right- 
eously. 

Coming on to Constantine, we find that with his conver - 
sion and accession, first to the supreme power in the West, 
and then to the sovereignty of the entire empire, the symbols 
of the Ghristian religion came to new prominence in the Roman 
camp, and its confessors were promoted to high offices, both 
in the civil and the military. sphere. Then for the first 
time, the figure of the cross, which in connection with Jesus 
stood for utter self-sacrifice, and so for peace, made its of- 


ficial entrance on the stage of human werfare. It is said that 
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Constantine, in order that his soldiers might learn to wor- 
Ship God as he did, had their weapons marked with the sym - 
bol of the cross;he took with him on his military campaigns 
a tent constructed in the shape of a Thristian church, also 
priests and deacons so that the praise and worship of God 
might be celebrated even in the midst of war. 

"Moreover, by many writings and monumental inscriptions, 
he made known to all men the salutary symbol, setting up this 
great trophy of victory over his enemies in the midst of the 
imperial city, and expressly causing it to be engraved in in- 
delible characters, that the salutary sign was the preserva - 
tive of the Roman government and of the entire empire. Ac - 
cordingly, he immediately ordered a lofty spear in the figure 
of the cross to be placed beneath the hand of a statue repre- 
sending himself, in the most frequented part of rive SE 

At once Constantine thought that the Church should be 
reconciled with the state; and it is significant that the will 
of the emperor is the sole foundain of law. ‘4e had absolute 
authority of both church and state. 

It is obvious that his influence was on the side of those 
who thought it right for Christians to engage in war. His lof- 
ty spear in the figure of the cross, seemed to identify God 
and Christ with the war of the imperial government, as in ol- 
den time the presence of the Ark was supposed to insure the 
favor of Yahweh for the armies of Israel. The saying of Ter- 
aadebi at; Life of Constantine, vol.i, p.36. 


2 
Eney.Brit., vol.6, p-990. 
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tullian that in the Christian religion it is counted better 
to be slain than to slay, would certainly not have been ac - 
knowledged by Constantine, or by the host of believers who 
followed the Standard of the cross. It would have seemed to 
them as erratic and impossible as the utterances of Tolstoy 
seemed to his warlike contemporaries. 

The Council of Chalcedon, in 451, found it necessary to 
legislate on this subject. No discrimination was made betwem 
military service and any other secular occupation. It was by 
no means condemned as wrong in itself. What the Council con- 
demned was that men who had once been enrolled among the cler- 
sy should then enter military service. Monks , also, were in- 
cluded in this prohibition. 

Augustine of Hippo, in North Africa, though living in 
the midst of the.horrors of war, did not agree with Tertulli- 
an that the Christian regards it as better to be slain than 
to slay. On the contrary, he helf that God sometimes commands 
war "to rebuke or humble or crush the pride of man," and he 
found, or thought he found, clear New Testament justification 
for his position. ‘e appealed to John the Baptist, who when 
soldiers came to him asking what they should do, did not tell 
them to throw away their arms and give up military service.He 
cited also the case of the centurion, whose faith Jesus 
praised, but whom he did not command to resign from his office. 
When Jesus declared that men should render to Casear the 


things of Caesar, he thereby recognized military service as 


lawful. We do not here inquire into the validity of Augus - 
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tine's Biblical argument, but simply note that he regarded 
the argument as conclusive. He stood with the great majori- 
ty of leaders of earlier generations in defending war on Bib- 
lical grounds. 

We have met with nothing thus far in Christian history 
which has pointed to a lessening of war or an amelioration 
of war's sufferings, as a direct result of the influence of 
the Bible. 

With Gregory the Great (590 - 604), we enter a new epoch 
in the development of our subject. Now for the first time we 
see the Church, through its most distinguished and powerful 
representative, taking an active part in the aceenens of 
troops and making of treaties. Gregory sent soldiers against 
the Lombard ieee 3 

Gregory takes it for granted that there are righteous 
wars, and tells the emperor that the Church prays for him,that 
his victories may be extended in all nations. It is by the 
way of prayer that the emperor is to be invincible. Were the 
priests faithful, were the emperor submissive to the heavenly 
loving-xindness, then he would tread all enemies under the foot 
of his valor. It was because of the vital part which prayer, 
was supposed by Gregory to play in war that he protested a - 
gainst a law which forbade soldiers to become monks. The more 
the "army of God" increases, says this stout defender of the 
monastic life, the more will the armies of the empire increase, 
that is, through the efficacy of their prayers. Me indignant- 


ly rejects the suspicion that whenever a soldier turned monk 


aus New International Encyclopedia, ‘p. 361. 
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it was from an unworthy motive, and declares thut he has 

known soldier-monks who have wrought miracles. When Gregory 
Says that the faults of the Church Sharpen the swords of the 
enemy, we must not suppose his meaning to be that a holy Church 
would have no enemies, that its subtty and love would make all 
men its friends. He meant, rather, that such a church could 
count on the help of the irresistible power of God. It is 
the Old Testament conception of a chosen people enjoying sup- 
ernatural protection in its wars. 

From Gregory the Great to Charlemagne, who was crowned 
emperor by the Pope on “Thristmas of the year 800, an influence 
of the Bible can, indeed, be esacen but it is indirect and 
inconspicuous. War was more constant and more universal in 
this period than it had been in the two preceding centuries, 
nor was it less fierce. 

But though war was almost constant and universal in those 
centuries, there were forces at work which, however slowly 
and indirectly, made for peace; and these forces, or at least 
the most conspicuous of them, had their origin in the Bible. 
There was the monastery, and especially the monastic school. 
For the period of the seventh and eighth centuries, the monas~— 
tic schools show us the institution at its best. In the mon - 
astic schools of these centuries the Bible, as interpreted by 
the —— was the chief subject of study, and its principles 
helped to mold the minds of some men who became leaders in 
Nor should we fail to note that from the 


Church and State. 


monastic copyists went forth whatever copies of the Bible or 
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parts of the Bible were to be found in the hones of the 
clergy and of others who had the means and the inclination 
to possess them. 

We must also count the monks themselves, notwithstand - 
ing the grievous charges that may be brought against some of 
them in every age of the Church, as an important, though in- 
direct, Biblical contribution to the cause of peace. For 
all through the liiddle Ages these men who, in the aggregate, 
must have numbered several millions, were not only withdrawn 
from war, thereby lessening the military strength of the va- 
rious peoples, but they wrought in manifold ways for the bet- 
terment of the economic conditions of their ee It was a 
hopeful circumstance that in every rude and warlike genera - 
tion, from Benedict of Nursia, who died in 543, onward through 
the Middle Ages, there were little companies of men scattered 
over Europe who, in the name of the Christian religion, dug 
ditches, drained marshes, tilled the soil, and built schools 
and churches, insteud of entering the profession of arms.From 
Charlemagne to the beginnings of the lfodern Age was, in round 
numbers, seven centuries. One new and significant feuture 
meets us in the wars of this period, and that is the active | 
participation of the Christian Church through its supreme head. 
As might be expected, the wars in which the Pope took the ini- 
tiative were largely religious. The religious motive was dom- 
inant also in the crusades against the Albigenses in France 
(1209 - 1229), and the Paterines of Bosnia (1447). 


The Crusades show usithe Church as an agent of war and 
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not of peace. While they lasted they eclipsed all the ence 
ence of the Church for the promotion of peaceful relations 
between the nations, and we must admit the truth of Lecky's 
Statement that "the clergy as a body have never opposed a 

War or sought to repress the military spirit with an energy 
at ee to that displayed in stimulating the Crusa- 
des." This movement, however, is a monument to the power of 
religious fanaticism and superstition. It was a crime against 
the spirit of Christianity, and so against the Bible at its 
highest. It was only by a base and ignorant perversion of the 
Bibie that it was made to feed the flame of crusading zeal. 

In this connection, a word might be fittingly said of the 
papal effort for peace in Europe during the fifteenth century. 
It is said that in November, 1453, a Peace Conference was held 
in Rome, to bring the Italian States into harmonious relations 
to each other. This peace, however, was not sought for its 
own sake, but only in the interest of war against the Turxs.We 
can hardly regard this effort for peace. 

However, in Catherine of Siena we have an advocate of 
peace who was moved by the influence of Jesus' teachings. She 
even wrote to Gregory XI, alluding to his enemies, that he 
must strike them with the weapons of goodness, of love and of 
peace, and not by the weapons of war. “In these words of the 
nun, says Gilbert, "We have the utterance of a spirit as in - 
tensely in love with peace as was Tertullian eleven centuries 


earlier, and this utterance, is perhaps the most forcible that 


1 
Lecky, History of European Morals, vol.2, p. 254. 
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is to be found on the pages of history from the second cent- 


ury to the fourteenth." 


IV .A 
THE ANABAPTISTS' ATTITUDE TOWARD WAR 

The doctrine of passive resistance was held by almost all 
the earlier Anabaptists, but it was taught and practised in 
such @ great variety of ways that a merely general statement 
gives a misleading idea. All the earlier Anabaptists believed 
that it was un-Christian to return evil for evil, and that 
they should taxe the persecutions which came to them without 
attempting to retaliate. Some, like the young Tumanist Hans 
Denck, pushed the theory so far that they believed that no 
real Ghristian could be either a magistrate or a soldier. In 


"took any number of 


short, what is called "passive resistance 
forms, from the ordinary Christian maxim to be patient under 
tribulations, to that inculcated and practised by the modern 
sect of Dunkyers. | : 
Some of the Anabaptists objected to all: war, even in self- 
defense, as did some of the earlier Lollards. Their Lord 
had said to His first disciples, "Go your ways; behold I send 
you forth as lambs in the midst of wolves." They flung from 
them the sword. They believed "that believers must not bear 


arms or offer forcible resistance to wrong doers, nor wield 
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the sword. No Shristian has the jus gladii. dGivil govern - 
ment belongs to the world, is Caesar. The believer who be - 
longs to God's kingdom must not fill any office, nor hold 
any rani under government, which is to be passively sie 
"A literal interpretation of the words of Jesus and a 

reaction from the abuses all about them made them refuse to 
Sweur oaths and to go to war. They believed that these 
things were forbidden by God, and that therefore it was their 
Guty to obey God more than men. These principles may have 
been too ideal for the sixteenth century (some people think 
they are too ideal for today) as many writers would have us 
think, but the logic of the Wats was of a different 
type. They believed that truthfulness was better than the 
swearing of oaths, and therefore they spoke the truth and re- 
fused to swear the oaths; they believed that killing another 
was wrong for the nation as well as for the individual, and 
therefore they refused to help the nation do what they would 
not want to do as individuals. They also felt that if a 
thing was.so fundamentally right that it would be necessary 
before the consummation of the kingdom of God on earth, then 
it was right now, and ought to be acted ero” 

The principle of the Anabaptist members was that they must 
seek the welfare of all men; the policy of the ambitious au- 


thorities was to seek their own end and to crush everyone who 


‘ 
Ency.-Brit., vol.1, p- 905. 
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Langenwalter, J. H. Christ's "Yeadship of the Church,p. 162, 
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Stood in the way. The result was inevitable. Might became 
right and in the eyes of the world came out victorious. 

"The Anabaptists also believed that it is better to suf- 
fer than to inflict wrong; to do good than to do ill, and 
therefore interpreted the Golden Rule and Shrist's epitome 
of the law very literally. This brought them into conflict 
with the civil authorities, because they applied it to gov - 
ernments as well as individuals, and it brought them into 
conflict with the ecclesiastical authorities because it 
branded the latter as non-Christian so long as they did not 
recognize Jesus Christ as the supreme Lord in life. Whether 
the Anabaptists would have been spared their Sake if they 
had succeeded in satisfying the magistrates is an open ques - 
tion, but the writer ventures to suggest that their fate 
would have been little different, for without the hatred of 
the clergy, who felt conscience-stricken and condemned by the 
- principles and the lives of these people, the magistracy of 
the then existing governments would probably have caused _ the 
Anabaptists little trouble; but this very hatred would have 
found other means of persuading the authorities to become 
their tools in order to get rid of these supposed enemies of 
good government." 

"The Anabaptist saw this, and therefore refused to take 
any direct part in the official duties of the government.They 
could not have done otherwise and remained consistent with 


their conception of Christ as the Head of the Church. If they 


« 
Langenwalter, op-cit., pp. 164,165. 
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nad yielded, they would have become a party to a combination 
which made the arm of the civil authority and not the will 


1 
of the Lord the mainstay of the Church." 


IV .B 
THE QUAKERS' ATTITUDE TOWARD WAR 

George Fox, the founder of the Quaker movement, believed 
that a Christian should live a life thut does away with the 
occasion for war. He practised what he neiangee he says, 
"At the time of my commitment to the house of correction be - 
ing very nearly ended, and there being many new soldiers 
raised, the commissioners would have made me captain over 
them; and the soldiers cried out that they would have none 
but me. So the keeper of the house of correction was command- 
ed to bring me before the commissioners and soldiers in the 
market-place, where they offered me thet preferment, as they 
called it, asking me if I would not take up arms for the Com- 
monwealth against Charles Stuart. I told them I knew whence, 
all wars arose, even from the lusts, according to James! 
doctrine; and that I lived in the virtue of that life and 
power that took away the occasion of all wars. 

Yet they courted me to accept of their offer, and 


‘ 


thought I did but compliment them. But I told them I was come 


y 4 
Langenwalter, op-cit., p- 165. 


1a i» %&  aepe teh as 


® : 
i. _ : 
me2JaeGicecr I (ita, 6 coon Oy Sive@ ea pot 
= 
wabie oS Jt Ons J inodies lets wil ‘? ote arg 


a a 
7 


7 @4/.36 (siankan ens Beek afd 


; ‘. 
a..z 
TsO 2IrTisA ‘oss Ree 
ie #ff to sdbrsot ots aot apioete _ 


Coden) wD vars @U2t @ ovis eicoda ieileltgS: w vary 
Seetteet, «! fare Leetioum o: «thw cot ablenced 
Ie sevor ety @f Jneatiowxe (nm Te epilvemw ga” 
Res N48 Stile? wradl ‘as betas -elteeg “Sev gee 
etelias a Bes eo blvow eryerolwalioner eds. (bGnlae 
eee ters Zar) v6 telian areloies. ol ina rete 
Ny otter 2 16 ested @f) 1¢ te(509 94s. 00-188 Sug 


PWteinioe bma axesatesingsc ef! c1oted se wwsf go? ae 


Cae weneeteleig D-Ay am Setalto io"! ease .epalg-tess 
ait 205 arta uw ese8 Jua luce ‘. on poisan GSE ated | 
we wenty 2 wows Sled € . tape) Gelie® fantega ad a 
* o9tu ' r Nt oivnese ~@J6uNh° e147 eon ‘ve ,@¢601a Bie 7 


O68 wlll foes Lo wrdtdy ore mt Devil f sant bee oedl 


-ata* (le Yo oolasspe of) Gane TO08) Sane 
7 cime ,T9tto vlec! Yo sqeron oF em BerieD eee 

7 : oe 
G69 \-Sae 1 werd fist v cort Jaomhi, Gon sag, 

; ‘ an 


4a! 68 ued 


THE NON-RESISTANYE OF JESUS 42 


into the covenant of peace, which was before wars and strifes 
were. They said they offered it in love and kindness to me 
because of my virtue; and such-lixe flattering words they 
used. But I told them, if that was their love and kindness, 
I trampled it under my feet. 

Then their rage got up, and they said, ‘Take him away, 
Jailer, and put him into the prison amongst the rogues and 
felons.'" 

He was put in prison because he would not join Cromwell's 
army. Thus we see that he was against all wars and could not 
fight with arms against anybody. He said that he was living 

"in the virtue of that life and power that takes away the oc - 
casion for all wars." 

The Friends have always held that war is contrary to the 
precepts and spirit of the Gospel, believing that it springs 
from the lower impulses of human nature, and not from the 
seed of divine life with its infinite capacity of response to 
the spirit of God. Their testimony is not based primarily on 
any objection to the use of force in itself, or even on the 
fact that war involves suffering and loss of life; their root 
objection is based on the fact that war is both the outcome 
and the cause of ambition, pride, greed, hatred and everything 
that is opposed to the mind of Christ; and that no end to be 
attained can justify the use of such means. 

They say that "Civil Government is for the protection of 


virtue, and for the removal of vice. Qbedience should be paica 


1 
Jones, George Fox: An Autobiography, vol.1, p. 128. 
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to all its laws, where the conscience is not violated in do- 
ing it. To defraud it in any manner of its) revenues, or to 
take up arms on any consideration against it, is unlawful. 
But if men can not conscientiously submit to any one or more 
of its ordinances, they are not to temporize, but to obey 
Jesus Christ rather than their own governors in this partic- 
ular case." | 

"It is not lawful to return evil for evil, nor to shed 
the blood of man. All wars, therefore, are forbidden." 

When Luther said, "If you trust yourself to the Pope's 
parchment and seals for conveyance to heaven, the Christ 
will break and you will go down net in God's name," he spoke 
the sentiment of the Friend toward war. To the Friends, war 
is one of the greatest plagues that can afflict humanity; it 
destroys states, it destroys families. Any scourge, in fact, 
is preferable to it. Famine and pestilence become as nothing 
in comparison with it. Pestilence is the least evil of the 
three, and 'twas therefore David chose it, willing rather to 


fall into the hands of God than into those of pitiless man. 


1 is 
Glarkson, Thomas, Quakerism of Portraiture, vol.3, p. 311. 
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IV 
WHAT SHOULD BE THE CHURCH'S ATTITUDE TOWARD WAR? 

The background against which we trace the influence of 
Jesus’ teachings for peace does not change suddenly as we en- 
ter on the Modern Age; neither ites it show any startling 
transformation during the four centuries between the day Lu- 
ther affixed his ninety-five theses to the door of the castle 
church in Wittenberg and this year of grace 1925. 

Even today, many diplomats pronounce that war is inevi - 
table; it is a biological necessity, an ineradicable feature 
of the present world order. War is not a thunderbolt, or a 
volcanic eruption, or a tidal mice These things are inevi - 
table,physical necessities, unchangeable features of the 
material world; they are not originated by man, and lie be - 
yond human control. But war is the result of conditions 
created by man, and is it not logical that he should be 
responsible for ending it? 

It is a false philosophy to suppose that human nature 
can not be changed, for if it can not be changed, there is 
little use for our schools and churches. But it is not neces- 
sary to change human nature in order to abolish war. War  . 
will be abolished just as soon as men change their views about 
it. Slavery was once universal. All the wisest men of anti- 
guity believed slavery was essential to a well-ordered state. 
But by and bye they changed their minds, and today slavery is 
gone. War survives from generation to generation not because 


it ean not be abolished, but simply because men have mistaken 
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ideas about it. The world is hoodwinked by the would-be 
philosophers who think that war is inevitable. 

Again, some claim that the proposal to abolish war 
necessarily involves a literal interpretation of the words 
of Jesus, "Resist not evil,” such as Tolstoi, who insist upon 
&@ universal and literal application of these words. War is 
defined in abstract terms as the resistance of evil with 
force, and those who accept the doctrine of absolute non- re- 
sistance are, of course, opposed to war, while those who de- 
cline to take the words of Jesus in a literal and universal 
sense easily imagine that because they are able to justify 
the use of force, they are therfore provided with an apolo- 
getic for war. But the fallacy ought to be too obvious to 
be missed by any person of adult intelligence. War is not 
merely resorting to force. It can not be defined in abstract 
terms. It is colossally and venerably concrete. War can not 
be debated in terms of the abstract right of self-defence,or 
the defence of one's family, or the possible saving of a 
child from a bully, or of the community from a criminal. A 
concrete definition of war will save our thinking from being 
cluttered up with the abstract and sterile disputation over 
the use of force in general. 

We are brought near to a definition of war offered by 
Messrs. Kirby Page and Sherwood Eddy, to whose writings on 
the subject of war this generation is in deep debt. Mr.Eddy 
elaborates a previous definition of war formulated by Mr. 


Page in The Christian Century of May 15, 1924, and offers his 
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own definition as follows: "War 1s a means of attempting to 
settle international or civil disputes, by armed military 
forces, through the organized destruction of life and prop - 
erty, in which each side seeks to impose its will upon the 
Other by force." Under this definition of war Mr. Eddy em - 
phasizes the point that war is a means or a method, and must 
not be confused with the high and holy ends that may be in 
view by those who fight. The only question concerning war 
is, then, Does it gain the ends for which it is used? The 
answer is that it does not; the winner loses with the loser. 
War is essentially, and in its modern manifestation indispu- 
tably, a suicidal procedure. | 

It is Napolenn who said, "I doubt if war ever really 
settled anything. It unsettles everything. .. .The more I 
study the world, the more I am convinced of the inability of 
brute force to create anything durable." War will not make 
the world safe for democracy. 

War is not only futile and suicidal, but it has become 
destructive on such a vast and rapidly growing scale that it 
now threatens our very civilization. Lloyd George says, bP i « 
the churches of Christ throughout Europe and America allow . 
that ‘another war) to fructify, they had better close their 
doors. The next war, if it comes, will be against civiliza - 
tion itself.” And to quote Lord Bryce's words, "If we do not 
destroy war, war will destroy us." General Pershing said, 
"Tt would appear that the lessons of the last six years 


should be enough to convince everybody of the danger of the 
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nations striding up and down the earth armed to the teeth.. 
We may ask ourselves whether civilization does not really 
reach a point where it begins to destroy itself, and whether 
we are thus doomed to go headlong down through destructive 
War and darkness to barbarism." It was General Tasker H. 
Bliss who wrote these solemn words to the churches of Ameri- 
ca. "The responsibility is entirely on the professing 
Christians of the United States. If another war like the 
last one should come, they will be responsible for every drop 
of blood that will be shed." 

Whatever else it is or is not, it can hardly be success- 
fully denied that war is un-‘hristian. Well may Dr. Fosdick 
say, "War is the most colossal and ruinous social sin that 
afflicts mankind today; it is utterly and irremediably un - 
Christian. Nothing can ane worse than war, for it carries 
with it all other evils in its train -- hatred, vengeance, 
murder, falsehood, deceit, sexual passion; the defense of e- 
vil, the searing of the conscience, the loss of moral stand- 
ards; disease, famine, poverty, despair, violence, lawless - 
ness, crime and death. What evil is wanting that war does 
not multiply and intensify?" 

In the light of all these facts, we must conclude that 
war is un-Tthristian, and we can not justify war on the materi- 
alistic and pagan grounds of life as a brutal struggle, as the 
survival of the fittest. Jesus did not see life as a battle- 
ground, but as a human family. Into this world of strife he 


launches his daring innovation of a life of love. 
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The essence of Jesus' message was love; the dominant mo- 
tive of war is hate. Jesus teaches the infinite worth of 
personality. Nothing cheapens or destroys personality 50 
much as war, making men targets, "gun-fodder," enemies, any - 
thing but what they are in his view, sons of God. 

Jesus taught the fatherhood of a God of love; war en - 
thrones a tribal God of exclusive nationalism. Jesus taught 
brotherhood; war is the uttermost denial of brotherhood in 
its mass murder and destruction. The heart of Jesus' philo - 
sophy of life is self-sacrifice; the inevitable nature of 
war is the destruction and sacrifice of others. Jesus taught 
the overcoming of evil with good, without the wetaliakien of 
vengeance or hatred or vindictive reprisal. Ina word,Christ 
teaches the way of the cross; war is the way of the sword. He 
comes that men may have life; war is organized for death. 

If this then is Christian religion, the Church knows 
what she is called to do. It is her work to help men be reli- 
gious in thought and feeling, in deed. and life, in their own 
deed and life and in the deed and life of their nation, and 
thus in the life and deed of the nations. The supreme task of 
the Church in the twentieth century is to bring religion inta 
international life. It is for the leaders of the Christian 
Church to do what they can to baptize international policy in- 
to the name of Jesus. The question of national armaments is 
a religious question. It is also an economic question, a so- 
ciological question, and a political question, but fundament- 
ally it is a religious question. Any question is religious 


which involves the glory of God, the welfare of men, and the 
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responsibilities of men in the use of their money and in 
their attitude to men of other countries than their own. 

It has always been the habit of men of the world to at- 
tempt to beat the ministers of religion down out of the | 
field in which they could make thikaeives count in shaping 
the conduct ana policies of men. All the demons resent in - 
terference. "Leave us alone," cried two demonized men to 
Jesus of Nazareth when he proceeded to enter their territory, 
and that is the cry which has greeted the forward-moving min- 
isters of Jesus in each succeeding generation. 

"Keep out of politics" has been the cry of all the poli- 
ticians, as they have pushed Siread their political schemes, 
and wherever the pulpit has let politics alone the civic life 
of the community has become rotten. 

But if Christian ministers do not speak out on the atti- 
tude and policy of nations, who is going to speak? For _ the 
nations must be guided, Empires and Republics must be taught. 
If Christian ministers do not offer themselves as guides of 
the people in the realm of international conduct, then other 
teachers will arise who will stamp upon the national mind 
their own ideas, and: lead the nation into ways in which it- 
should not go. The Christian Church must come quickly to the 
front, and open its mouth boldly to proclaim the principles 
and standards of the Son of God. 

For centuries the Church was handicapped by a false in - 
terpretation of the New Testament. The best men tried to 


get away from the world's life instead of striving to trans - 
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form it. Men longed to get into some other world rather 
than to rebuild this one. Bu. we are reading the New Tes - 
tament with new eyes. We have caught the meaning of a neg - 
lected prayer: "Thy kingdom come, thy will be done, upon 
earth as it is done in heaven." It is our business to es - 
tablish the kingdom right here and now, of righteousness and 
peace and joy. 

Therefore at such an hour, I aim convinced that the 
churches of America should utterly repudiate and abandon the 
- entire war system, for the following reasons. 

1. Our geographical position and freedom from the danger 
of invasion makes it easier for - to take the lead in this 
matter. 

2. War on a great scale and with modern weapons is fu - 
tile and suicidal -- and the whole tendency of modern war is 
to involve many nations. War is not a method’which can now 
be used successfully in achieving security and justice. 

3. Because the weapons and practices inherent in modern 
war are a supreme violation of the spirit and teaching of 
Jesus. Fifteen national assemblies of the churches have re - 
cently passed ringing resolutions on war. These declarations 
contain such phrases as "the most colossal and deine social 
sin," “inherently and essentially a supreme violation of the 
teaching and spirit of Jesus," "supreme enemy of mankind," 
"4ts futility is beyond question,” "neither inevitable nor ne- 
cessary," "not only futile but suicidal," “in its very nature 


self-defeating," "fundamentally wrong, inefficient and irre - 
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ligious," "a denial of the basic principles of the father - 
hood of God and the brotherhood of man," "morally indefen - 
sible." If these statements are true, it seems to me that 
the only consistent course is for the churches to repudiate 
and abandon entirely such an eS Pre futile, suicidal, 
Sinful method as war. 

4. Because of the effects of such action by the churches 
On Our Own government and upon the peoples of the earth. If 
our government knew that the churches would no longer sane - 
tion armed preparedness or support war, it would undoubtedly 
be stimulated to make more vigorous efforts to find peaceful 
ways Of settling disputes between nations. Can there be any 
doubts that unequivocal actions by the American churches 
would thrill the war-weary people of other nations and great- 
ly strengthen the anti-militarist forces everywhere? 

The churches of America have two courses open to then, 
to sanction wars for righteous causes, and therefore support 
armed preparedness, or to repudiate and abandon the whole war 
system. If they follow the first course they will play into 
the hands of the militariets in other lands and will help to 
perpetuate the war system. If they follow the second course; 
they will, in my opinion, be true to the: gospel of Seuue and 
render an incalculable contribution to the abolition of war, 
and the building of the kingdom of God on earth. 

We believe that love works in the home and in the school 
and in the Ghurch and in society. We must believe that it 


will work in the realm of international life when once we en- 
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throne it there. To enthrone it is a herculean task. It 
can not be done except by earnest effort and long-continued 
toil and loving sacrifice. But blessed are the peacemakers, 
not the peace wishers or the peace dreamers or the peace the- 
Orists, but the peacemakers. Today they are laughed at and 
derided, tomorrow they will be acclaimed as the sons of the 
Most High. The obstacles are many, and the heart sometimes 
faint, but they who persevere to the end shall be counted 


victors. 


CONCLUSION 

We have seen that Jesus' teaching of non-resistance, ap- 
plied to the individual, meant no passive acceptance of evil. 
But it means an earnest and never-ending effort to perfect 
one's own character and also to respect the good that is in 
others. We are beginning to see that there is truth in bro- 
therhood, and that there is reality in the Fatherhood of God, 
ana that love is better than hate; and thus we endeavor to ~ 
cooperate with each other. 

In the same gradual way in which individuals are coming 
to see the advantage of seeking fietons helpfulness, the 
state is seeking to convert anti-social forceg rather than 
to destroy them, and, too, the people are beginning to recog- 


nize the economic waste of war, and to see that there is a. 
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